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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is a First Action Non-Final on the merits. Claims 1-30, as 
originally filed, are currently pending and have been considered below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 21 recites the limitation "the at least one server" in line 5. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 1, 5, 7-13, 15, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Krause (5,90,206). 

As per claim 1 , Krause et al discloses "A method for identifying, processing, 
organizing and, accessing mission critical facilities information and mission critical 
intellectual property, comprising the steps of: 
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a) selectively identifying and gathering the mission critical facilities 
information" (col. 1, line 12-32 discloses identifying and gathering information for a 
building construction); 

"b) inputting the information into a computer system" (col. 1, line 45-48 discloses 
inputting construction project information); 

"c) storing the information in a database (col. 3, 8-12 1-7 discloses storing the 
construction project information)"; 

"and d) providing authorized users guaranteed access to the mission critical 

facilities information" (col. 5, line 1-7 discloses receiving authorization to enter 
database). 

As per claim 5, Krause discloses "inputting the information directly in electronic 
form" (col. 4, line 3 -1 1 discloses using a floppy disk or a mass data storage drive as an 
input means, where information stored on floppy disks or mass data storage drives are 
already in electronic form). 

As per claims 7-13, Examiner considers standard operating procedures, 
emergency action procedures, mission critical compliance indicators, mission critical 
engineering operations, education information, equipment manufactures information, 
and customer specific non-facility information to be nonfunctional descriptive material as 
recited. The information claimed is only being stored and not being used for any 
functional purpose. Examiner asserts that the document information database system 
of Krause is fully capable of storing various information documents that can be 
accessed by any authorized user. See rejection of claim 1 above. 
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As per claim 15, Krause discloses "storing data in a plurality of redundant 
databases" (abstract discloses storing information in multiple databases). 

As per claim 17, Krause discloses "search engines to find information quickly" 
(col. 4, line 56-62 discloses searching the database). 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 21-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Jeffery et al. (6,957,384). 

As per claim 21 , Jeffery et al. discloses "A system for organizing and accessing 
mission critical facilities information relating to facilities comprising: 

a) at least one database comprising a plurality of tables listing information 
relating to mission critical information" (abstract discloses that documents are stored in 
databases and Fig 4-1 and 4-2 displays tables listing information relating to the 
information that is stored in the databases); 

"b) at least one data storage device disposed in the at least one server, said 
data storage device for storing said at least one database" (col. 2, line 34-40 discloses 
documents are stored in a database with remote access being provided over the 
internet, where the internet is a web server); 
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"c) at least one processor disposed in the at least one server, the processor is 
used for organizing and sorting the mission critical facilities information" (col. 2, line 16- 
17 discloses organizing documents, where this is, inherently, done by a processor); 

"and d) a plurality of web pages stored in the server, said plurality of web pages 
used for displaying the mission critical facilities information over the computer network" 
(col. 1 , line 39-67 discloses web pages stored on a web server that may be used to 
display information). 

As per claims 22-26, Examiner considers information relating to a security 
system, sprinkler system, power system, fire alarm system, and heating and ventilating 
system to be nonfunctional descriptive material as recited. The information claimed is 
only being stored and displayed and not being used for any functional purpose. 
Examiner asserts that the document management system of Jeffery et al. is fully 
capable of storing and displaying various information documents that can be accessed 
by any authorized user. See rejection of claim 21 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 2-4, 6, 14-16 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Krause in view of Jeffery et al.. 
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As per claim 2, Krause discloses all of the elements of the claimed invention but 
fails explicitly disclose "converting the mission critical facilities information into an 
electronic format after selectively gathering the information". 

Jeffery et al. discloses a document management system that converts 
information into an electronic format after gathering (col. 2, line 27-38 discloses a digital 
version of each contract is created and stored). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the method and apparatus for searching 
and tracking construction projects of Krause to include the converting of information into 
an electronic format as taught by Jeffery et al. in order to facilitate the retrieval of 
information. 

As per claim 3, Krause discloses all of the elements of the claimed invention but 
fails to explicitly disclose "inputting the information into the computer system uses 
predefined templates". 

Jeffery et al. discloses a document management system having predefined 
templates for inputting information (col. 14, line 7-10 discloses a template for creating 
document records). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the method and apparatus for searching 
and tracking construction projects of Krause to include templates as taught by Jeffery et 
al. in order to expedite and simplify the process of creating document records. 
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As per claim 4, Krause discloses all of the elements of the claimed invention but 
fails to explicitly disclose "inputting the information into the computer system uses data 
entry toolkits". 

Jeffery et al. discloses a document management system using data entry toolkits 
(col. 4, line 57-col. 5, line 10, discloses tools for scanning and entering data into the 
system). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the method and apparatus for searching 
and tracking construction projects of Krause to include the data entry tools as taught by 
Jeffery et al. in order to facilitate the retrieval of information. 

As per claim 6, Krause discloses all of the elements of the claimed invention but 
fails to explicitly disclose "organizing the information in tables" 

Jeffery et al. discloses a document management system having information 
stored in tables (Fig. 4-1 and 4-2 disclose information stored in a table). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the method and apparatus for searching 
and tracking construction projects of Krause to include the information tables as taught 
by Jeffery et al. in order to easily view and interpret the information. 

As per claim 14, Krause discloses all of the elements of the claimed invention but 
fails to explicitly disclose "presenting the information via web pages". 

Jeffery et al. discloses a document management system presenting information 
via web pages (col. 1 , line 39-67 discloses displaying documents using web pages). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the method and apparatus for searching 
and tracking construction projects of Krause to include the display of documents using 
web pages as taught by Jeffery et al. in order to make documents more accessible. 

As per claim 16, Krause discloses all of the elements of the claimed invention but 
fails to explicitly disclose "presenting the information in print form". 

Jeffery et al. discloses a document management system presenting information 
in print form (col. 1 5, line 1 9-26 discloses providing a printer friendly version so that a 
user may print information). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the method and apparatus for searching 
and tracking construction projects of Krause to include the presenting of information in 
print form as taught by Jeffery et al. in order to provide easy viewing. 

As per claim 1 9, Krause discloses all of the elements of the claimed invention but 
fails to explicitly disclose "different authorization levels". 

Jeffery et al. discloses a document management system having different 
authorization levels (col. 7, line 12-15 discloses degrees of authorization). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the method and apparatus for searching 
and tracking construction projects of Krause to include the different authorization levels 
as taught by Jeffery et al. in order to limit access so that only authorized users are able 
to view certain privileged information. 
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10. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Krause in view of Greene et al. (20030004774). 

As per claim 18, Krause discloses all of the elements of the claimed invention 
but fails to explicitly disclose "multiple users can access said mission critical facilities 
information simultaneously". 

Greene et al. discloses a method and system for realizing an avatar in a 
management operations center having multiple users able to access information 
simultaneously (If 83). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the method and apparatus for searching 
and tracking construction projects of Krause to include multiple users being able to 
access the information at the same time in order to allow all authorized users the ability 
to access the system at any time no matter how many other authorized users may, 
currently, be using the system. 

11. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Krause in view of Matsuo (20030130857). 

As per claim 20, Krause discloses all of the elements of the claimed invention but 
fails to explicitly disclose "providing an access log documenting history of users' access 
to said system". 

Matsuo discloses an information exchange network having an access log fl| 34). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the method and apparatus for searching 
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and tracking construction projects of Krause to include the access log as taught by 
Matsuo in order to keep track of all users that are accessing the privileged information. 
12. Claims 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Jeffery et al. in view of Ito (5,761,674). 

As per claim 27, Jeffery et al. discloses "A computerized interface for directing at 
least one user to particular mission critical facilities information associated with that user 
comprising: 

an Internet connected server" (col. 1 , line 39-67 discloses a web server); 

and a "user login" (col. 7, line 38-42 discloses a username and password for 
accessing the system). 

Jeffery et al., however, fails to explicitly disclose "an interface software executing 
on said server wherein in response to the at least one user's login, said interface 
software directs that user to a set of mission critical facilities information relating to that 
user to display said set of mission critical information relating to said user". 

Ito discloses integrated construction project information management system 
having software directing a user to information relating to them upon logging into the 
system (col. 7 line 62-col. 8, line 22 discloses a user logging into the system and 
accessing only information relating to the user's specific job). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the document management system of 
Jeffery et al. to include the controlled access to information as taught by Ito in order to 
ensure that users are only accessing information that they are authorized to access. 
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As per claim 27, Jeffery et al. discloses "at least is one database stored in said 
Internet connected server" (abstract discloses documents stored in a database). 

Jeffery et al., however, fails to explicitly disclose "a plurality of different sets of 
mission critical facilities information for each of a plurality of buildings and a set of 
information relating to a set of users enabled to log into said database and wherein said 
interface software further comprises at least one filter for filtering different sets of 
mission critical facilities information relating to said at least one user taken from said set 
of users wherein in response to that user's login, said at least one user is allowed 
access to only said set of mission critical information relating to said user". 

Ito discloses an integrated construction project information management system 
having "a plurality of different sets of mission critical facilities information for each of a 
plurality of buildings and a set of information relating to a set of users enabled to log into 
said database and wherein said interface software further comprises at least one filter 
for filtering different sets of mission critical facilities information relating to said at least 
one user taken from said set of users wherein in response to that user's login, said at 
least one user is allowed access to only said set of mission critical information relating 
to said user" (col. 5, line 10 discloses a user interface controls access to a view 
according to a users occupation and col. 5, line 38-43 discloses storing information for a 
plurality of buildings). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the document management system of 
Jeffery et al. to include the controlled access and storing information for a plurality of 
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buildings as taught by Ito in order to allow a user to view all information relating to their 
specific function. 

As per claim 29, Jeffery et al. discloses all of the elements of the claimed 
invention but fails to explicitly disclose "different sets of mission critical information for 
each of said plurality of buildings is divided up into a plurality of different subsets of 
mission critical facilities information wherein said at least one user is allowed access to 
only said set and said subset of mission critical facilities information relating to said 
user". 

Ito discloses an integrated construction project information management system 
having different sets of information for each of the buildings that is only viewable by 
users with authorized access (Fig. 2 displays sets of information that is stored for each 
building and col. 5, line 10 discloses a user interface controls access to a view 
according to a users occupation). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the document management system of 
Jeffery et al. to include the different sets of information for each of the buildings that is 
only viewable by users with authorized access as taught by Ito in order to allow a user 
to view all information relating to their job. 

As per claim 30, Jeffery et al. discloses all of the elements of the claimed 
invention but fails to explicitly disclose "plurality of different subsets of information 
include heating and ventilating systems information". 
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Ito discloses an integrated construction project information management system 
having heating and ventilating systems information (Fig. 3(h) discloses air conditioning 
system). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the document management system of 
Jeffery et al. to include the information on air conditioning systems as taught by Ito in 
order to allow a user to access all pertinent information for the project. 

Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Nicastro et al. (7,330,856) discloses an item specific object 
management system. Ananian et al. (6,922,701) discloses a building construction plan 
database profile. Pereira, III (6,931 ,402) discloses a profiling system for controlling 
access for a plurality of users. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CANDICE D. CARTER whose telephone number is 
(571) 270-5105. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Thursday 
7:30am- 6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on (571) 272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

CDC 

/John G. Weiss/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3629 



